While transnational corporations and other business enterprises have the capacity to foster economic well-being, development, technological improvement and wealth, trade and investment agreements often lead to policies and governmental measures with a negative impact on the full enjoyment of human rights. In 2014, the United Nations Human Rights Council decided to establish an open-ended intergovernmental working group on transnational corporations and other business enterprises with respect to human rights, whose mandate is to elaborate a binding instrument of international law. The paper offers a discussion of the progress achieved on the topic so far by focusing on the key challenges: the added value of a specific treaty, personal scope, material scope, the State duty to protect human rights, the corporate responsibility to respect human rights, the need for greater access to remedy for victims of business-related abuses, etc.
Introduction
The initial approach that corporations were not treated as subjects of international law has changed in the last few decades, giving way to the recognition that business organizations might have rights and obligations under international law, most notably in relation to foreign investments, human rights accountability and environmental liability rules (Muchlinski, 2014) . Since there are various legal, procedural and practical barriers preventing access to remedy at the national level, the Zero Draft pays special attention to the issue of effective access to justice and reparation to those who allege a harm, and legal accountability of transnational corporations. Forms of reparation include restitution, compensation, rehabilitation, satisfaction, and guarantees of non-repetition. Victims of abuses often face difficulties in obtaining justice due to lack of sufficient means, thus Art. 8(5) stipulates that "[i]n no case shall victims be required to reimburse any legal expenses of the other party to the claim". This provision is, however, controversial: while it secures access to justice for those unable to afford legal representation and access to the court system, it may be seen as an incentive to frivolous litigation. In addition, Art. 8 (7 
